OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN

GROVER SELLERS
ATTORNEY GENERAL

Hon. T. K. Trimble
First Assistant
Department of Education
Austin, Texas

Dear Eir: Opinion No. O-7227
Re: Under the given rnotc

Your letter of imr %4 qQ ting arn opindion
on the above sudbject reads as\fol

ou received from

Mr. ic Schools:
\ yesrs the Luling In-
~dedendent District has had its own tex
as upod the county collector tc collect

texoe. Under this plan the school

"hed & valuation on the property of
district of 60y of ite true velue which wes SO/
g“oat than the value used by the county and stote
on the sax proyerty.
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"Sinoe the school dosrd has had oconsid-
exrahle trouble in securing its ovn assessor
of taxes and einoce the ocost of & school
8890830F and ¢cllector of taxes be oon-
sidersbly more than it would be if the sounty
aspessc and oollector did the assessing
o of the school taxes, the
board 11ike to have an eleotion in the
school distriot and reise their tax to r
school purposes from $1.00 to $1.50 on
$100.00 valuation and use the saw t‘.lt.
wopom vithin the dlstrict as thnt used

the county and state.

‘Ouwr application vas accepted for Btate
Aid this year. One of the provisions under '
wvhich & school ocan qualify for Btate 2Aid 1is that
its tax rate o propexrty valustion has not been
reduced in the past tvo years. Vould this ypro-
foaod arrangenment to raise the tax rate from
1.00 to $1.50 ocn the §100.00 valation and re-
duce our property valustion for tax purpoeses to
that of the county disqualify the Luling Schoole
for Gtate Ald?

"1 woudd 1ike to have 2 definite opinion
ch this 8s soon 88 POosridble ar the school boayd
is vaiting for this reply.’

The seocnd peragraph of Section 2, Article 1 of Senste
B111 167, Ch, 361, A9th legislature, 1945, R. €., camnonly
knovn asz the Current Fursl Ald Bill, provider as followe:

55

(]

8’8

"No school district will be eligihle for
ald under the rrovisionsy of thir Act vhicr nas
reduced 1tr tax rate vithin the two yyars In-
mediately preceding the ycar for which aid 1ir
arplied for horeunder, or viieh hLas wecd ite
tex vealustion in order to ehow xtary neecd.

1r our Gpinlon Ko. 0-709€, writter by Fr. L. k. Ilew-
ellern, . srirtant attorney Cercrel, ou Murcl: i€, u-\., ool
the rollov*na fect ritustion under donsideraticr
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oponmg b Mt 198445 ochoo? i ‘;nu;

gehool Distriot Fo. 50 of Colemen nd Runnels

out
Attbu.-of

mwmumm.uumnw
effective for the ote year only.
u'u. sstion, Talra wes dropping

to & five teacher school due to & decredse in
soholastios; 5o in order t0 méintaln cnnmdiud

the

M.mmmzwmm luthrm
of the 1945-46

m‘ t:“. ﬂ::‘ux rate b-c- u.oo to uig:)
wation érop the figures
to their 1 astion., I wauild liks to -emwan

!‘ﬂ

op from your office estahlishing the 3¢ u'

the assessed valuation and the t&x rate

Distrist in relstion to the uitimate m
eligibility of !'llpl. as it applies to Art. ],

mamm of the Rural Aid Lav.

olection

"!'hl'z Board of Trustees, after an
ucndmmtoummnu

from £1.00 to $1.50, dimnissed their esmessor sxd
eollestar and ised the ocounty sssesscr-collector
to sseess and collect their sohool tax on the basis
of county valustion and &t the $1.50 rete.

mmcmmwmpzwm
o veluations amounted to $11 «BA

(!Mcqnootion m.mtoftuutob

hchd thu fa but vith :n-
u ‘n 3. OW sollection). You
an soe um resulted in & slight in-

mminthnmorthh ar over that of last
ar. The school also saven extra exjonse of

followss

sspessing and gollecting. . .«
In answering this question, the Depertment held ac

“The County tuperintendent's letter above

quoted reveals there vill bes 8 slight incroese in
revenue this year over that of last u'. This in-
crease (based on 1005 oollection) vill result fron
tho relse in the tax rate on e reduced veluatlon.
In viev of theee faote, it is €@ opinion of thise
depsrtosnt that the tax valuation of sald school
dirtrict ves not reduced 'in order to chov budgetary
nood'. Nelther 1s its eligibility for equeligation
aid sffocted thereby.
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If the proposed plan
District is folloved and the enm

shown by the County roll for

taxes due the district as shown by the tax rclls

for 1945, we are not prepsred to say that the velustions for

1946 have not bdeen

shov budge need since

th:‘;l;ntr:ctm-ng uch s0d iv ad

un aot} vey, » feopo an v

tax rolls of the socunty reflect t&

the distriot for 1946 equals o exseeds amount of texes due

the district for 1945, as shown Wy

trict for ssid year, we axe not pepared to say that such plan

vould have the effect of disqualifying the distriet from re-
ons

i
1
b
3

oeliving Etats ald undsr the mrovis of ths statute heretofore
quoted.
Trusting the s&bove fully snsvers youwr inquiry, wve
are
Yours vory truly
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
»y signed:
E. K. DeGeurin
Assistant
EMDeU:bt; ddt
Avproved ‘
Arre 27, 1946 Approved
T sligned: Oninion
Wm. 4. Fanning Camittee

Acting Attommey By B. ¥. B,
General of Texar Crairman



